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METHOD AND A SYSTEM FOR VALUING 
AND ANALYZING BONDS WITH ESTATE 

PUT FEATURES 

CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED 
APPLICATIONS 

This claims the bene?t of priority to US. Provisional 
Patent Application No. 60/785,049 ?led Mar. 22, 2006 
entitled “A SYSTEM AND A METHOD FOR VALUING 
AND ANALYZING BONDS WITH ESTATE PUT FEA 
TURES,” Which is herein incorporated by reference in its 
entirety. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

Certain bonds sold in the retail market (i.e. to individuals 
rather than to institutions) carry a provision Whereby, in the 
event of a holder’s demise, the holder’s estate has the right, 
but not the obligation, to put back the bonds to the issuer at 
par. This provision is also found in certi?cates of deposit. It is 
variously referred to as an estate put, a survivor option, and 
less delicately, a death put. 
A conventional call option embedded in a bond gives to the 

issuer of the bond the right, but not the obligation, to redeem 
it prior to its maturity at a preset price. A conventional put 
option, on the other hand, gives the holder the right, but not 
the obligation, to “put back” the bond at a preset price on a 
preset date. Typically, the option is put back at par. The value 
of these conventional bond options depends on the level and 
volatility of interest rates. 

While the theory and practice for valuing and analyzing 
bonds containing conventional options such as calls and puts 
has matured over the last couple of decades, there has hitherto 
been no rigorous method applied to estate puts. 

Accordingly, there is a need for an accurate method and 
system for analyZing and valuing bonds With estate puts. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

In accordance With one aspect of the present invention, a 
method is disclosed for valuing at least one bond having a 
nominal lifetime as determined by its maturity date, the bond 
having estate put and call options, the bond further having a 
cash ?oW value. The ?rst step of the method is decomposing 
the bond into a plurality of pieces, the plurality of pieces equal 
to the number of years of the nominal lifetime of the bond. 
The second step of the method is valuing the estate put, call 
option, and cash How of each piece based on an expected 
mortality rate. The third step of the method is aggregating the 
estate put, call option, and cash ?oW values of each piece to 
determine an aggregate value, Wherein the value of the bond 
is equivalent to the aggregate value. 

In accordance With another aspect of the present invention, 
a system is disclosed for determining the value of at least one 
bond having a nominal lifetime as determined by its maturity 
date, the bond having estate put and call options, the bond 
further having a cash ?oW value, the system including: a 
computer having a central processing unit; and a computer 
code operatively associated With the central processing unit. 
The computer code includes a ?rst set of instructions con?g 
ured to decompose the bond into a plurality of pieces, the 
plurality of pieces equal to the number of years of the nominal 
lifetime of the bond. Additionally, the computer code 
includes a second set of instructions con?gured to value the 
estate put, call option, and cash How of each piece based on an 
expected mortality rate. Further, the computer code includes 
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2 
a third set of instructions con?gured to aggregate the estate 
put, call option, and cash ?oW values of each piece to deter 
mine an aggregate value, Wherein the value of the bond is 
equivalent to the aggregate value. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention discloses and claims a method and 
system for analyZing and valuing at least one bond having a 
nominal lifetime, the bond having estate put and call options 
and a cash ?oW value. 
The value of an estate put depends on the mortality of the 

holders. In addition, its value is affected by the presence of 
other options, typically a conventional call option. 
The estate put is usually restricted in terms of the amount of 

principal that can be redeemed per year. For example, the 
estate put may be restricted to 1% of the principal that can be 
redeemed per year. By comparison, Certi?cates of Deposit 
(CDs) generally do not have this limitation. 

Issuers and bondholders have different perspectives With 
regard to estate puts. From the perspective of an issuer, the 
mortality tables applicable to the corpus of holders affect the 
value of the estate put. From the perspective of an individual 
holder, the individual’ s expected life (represented by a proba 
bilistic mortality table) is the relevant factor. Both issuers’ 
and bondholders’ perspectives also may be affected by taxes. 

Issuers Who ignore the proper valuation and analysis of 
bonds With estate puts do so at their detriment as these bonds 
can be put back When interest rates are higher than at the time 
the bonds Were issued. 

In addition, hedging the cash ?oWs of such bonds by the use 
of sWaps Without taking the estate put provisions into account 
may cause some ineffectiveness in the hedge. 

Because the coupon on bonds With an estate put feature is 
typically loWer than the coupon on those Without one, ceteris 
paribus, investors Would make better investment decisions if 
they could determine Whether the acquired option is Worth the 
reduction in interest. For example, a young investor Would 
have little incentive to forgo interest in exchange for a “death 
put,” While an elderly investor is likely to ?nd it a good deal. 

The present invention therefore discloses and claims the 
folloWing method and system for quantifying and analyZing 
the cost and bene?t of estate puts. 

In order to analyZe a bond issue With an estate put feature 
from the issuer’s perspective according to one embodiment of 
the method of the present invention, the issue is decomposed 
into smaller pieces and then analyZed as a portfolio. The term 
“bond” or “bond issue” is used broadly to cover any type of 
bond including stepped coupon, amortiZing, and ?oating rate 
bonds. The pieces are determined by the terms of the estate 
put feature and the expected mortality of the corpus of hold 
ers. The expected mortality can be in the form of a vector of 
time-dependent death rates. In its simplest representation, it 
may re?ect a uniform death rate. 

For example, consider a $50 million 20-year bond issue 
callable in 4 years With an estate put provision starting after 
the ?rst year. If the expected mortality rate is 1% per year and 
the contractual estate put limit is equal to or greater than this 
percentage, the bond issue is decomposed into a portfolio of 
20 pieces as folloWs. Nineteen of the pieces Will have a siZe of 
1% of principal (i.e. $500,000) each and Will be callable in or 
any time after the fourth year after issue. The nineteen pieces 
each Will have a different “European” put date starting from 
one year from issue and continuing to the nineteenth year 
from issue. The tWentieth piece Will have a siZe of 81% of 
principal and Will be callable in or any time after the fourth 
year from issue; it is not putable. The portfolio consisting of 
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these bonds Will be valued and analyzed using conventional 
bond analysis and valuation methods as they apply to callable, 
putable and optionless bonds. The values ascribed to the call 
and put options and to the cash ?oWs of each portfolio com 
ponent in aggregate Will be the values of the call, estate put, 
and cash ?oWs of the actual bond issue. 

In order to analyZe a bond issue With an estate put from the 
bondholder’s point of vieW according to another embodiment 
of the method of the present invention, the bond is decom 
posed into pieces consistent in Weight to the holder’s 
expected life as represented by a mortality table. 

According to another embodiment of the present invention, 
the method disclosed above may be applied to Certi?cate of 
Deposits (CDs) With estate put options. In practice, since 
mo st investor-held CDs are not traded in the secondary mar 
ket, the holder’ s estate tends to put back the CD regardless of 
the level of interest rates. So the CD may be decomposed into 
a series of smaller pieces With maturities (not put exercise 
dates) in line With the appropriate mortality tables. 

According to yet another embodiment of the present inven 
tion, a system is disclosed for determining the value of at least 
one bond having a nominal lifetime as determined by its 
maturity date, the bond having estate put and call options, the 
bond further having a cash ?oW value. The system includes a 
computer having a central processing unit and a computer 
code operatively associated With the central processing unit. 
The computer code includes a ?rst set of instructions con?g 
ured to decompose the bond into a plurality of pieces, the 
plurality of pieces equal to the number of years of the nominal 
lifetime of the bond. Additionally, the computer code 
includes a second set of instructions con?gured to value the 
estate put, call option, and cash How of each piece based on an 
expected mortality rate. Further, the computer code includes 
a third set of instructions con?gured to aggregate the estate 
put, call option, and cash ?oW values of each piece to deter 
mine an aggregate value, Wherein the value of the bond is 
equivalent to the aggregate value. 

The system of the present invention may be supported by 
any conventional computeriZed device, including as 
examples a desktop computer, a laptop computer, a handheld 
or tablet computer, and/ or a personal digital assistant (PDA), 
such as a BlackBerry® device or Palm® Pilot® device. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENT 

The present invention Will noW be described more fully 
With reference to the Figures in Which the preferred embodi 
ment of the present invention is shoWn. The subject matter of 
this disclosure may, hoWever, be embodied in many different 
forms and should not be construed as being limited to the 
embodiment set forth herein. 

With respect to FIG. 1, consider the example of a $50 
million 20-year bond issue callable in or any time after four 
years from the date of issue With an estate put provision 
starting after the ?rst year, as shoWn in Box 10. If the expected 
mortality rate is 1% per year, as shoWn in Box 20, and the 
contractual estate put limit is equal to or greater than this 
percentage, the bond issue is decomposed into a portfolio of 
20 pieces, as shoWn in Box 30, as folloWs. 

As shoWn in Box 40, nineteen of the pieces Will have a siZe 
of 1% of principal (i.e. $500,000) each and Will be callable in 
or any time after the fourth year after issue. The nineteen 
pieces each Will have a different “European” put date starting 
from one year from issue and continuing to the nineteenth 
year from issue. The tWentieth piece Will have a siZe of 81% 
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4 
of principal and Will be callable in or any time after the fourth 
year from issue; it is not putable. 

The portfolio consisting of these bonds is valued and ana 
lyZed using conventional bond analysis and valuation meth 
ods as they apply to callable, putable and optionless bonds, as 
shoWn in Box 50. 
The values ascribed to the call and put options and to the 

cash ?oWs of each portfolio component in aggregate, as 
shoWn in Box 60, Will be the values of the call, estate put, and 
cash ?oWs of the actual bond issue, as shoWn in Box 70. 
Many changes and modi?cations Will occur to those skilled 

in the art upon studying this description. All such changes and 
modi?cations Which are Within the spirit of the invention are 
intended to be included Within the scope of the claims. 

What is claimed is: 
1. A method of valuing at least one bond having a nominal 

lifetime With respect to a maturity date, said at least one bond 
having an estate put, said at least one bond further having a 
cash ?oW value, said method comprising the computer-imple 
mented steps of: 

providing a computer, said computer having a central pro 
cessing unit and a computer code operatively associated 
With said central processing unit Which When imple 
mented causes a series of actions; 

using said computer to divide said at least one bond into a 
plurality of pieces, each piece having the same maturity 
as the bond but having an estate put exercise date in a 
different year than that of any other piece in said plural 
ity; 

using said computer to value said estate put and cash How 
of each said piece based on the exercisability of said 
estate put as determined by the expected mortality rate 
applicable to said piece’s estate put exercise date; and 

using said computer to aggregate said estate put and cash 
?oW values of each said piece to determine an aggregate 
value, Wherein said value of said at least one bond is 
equivalent to said aggregate value. 

2. The method of claim 1 Wherein said plurality of pieces is 
based on said nominal lifetime of said at least one bond. 

3. The method of claim 2 Wherein said plurality of pieces is 
equal in number to the number of years of said nominal 
lifetime of said at least one bond. 

4. The method of claim 1 Wherein said plurality of pieces is 
based on an expected lifetime of a holder of said at least one 
bond. 

5. The method of claim 4 Wherein said expected lifetime is 
based on said expected mortality rate or a mortality table. 

6. A system for determining the value of at least one bond 
having a nominal lifetime, said at least one bond having an 
estate put, said at least one bond further having a cash ?oW 
value, said system comprising: 

a computer having a central processing unit; and 
a computer code operatively associated With said central 

processing unit, said computer code comprising: 
a ?rst set of instructions con?gured to divide said at least 

one bond into a plurality of pieces, each piece having 
the same maturity as the bond but having an estate put 
exercise date in a different year than that of any other 
piece in said plurality; 

a second set of instructions con?gured to value said 
estate put and cash How of each said piece based on 
the exercisability of said estate put as determined by 
the expected mortality rate applicable to said piece’s 
estate put exercise date; and 

a third set of instructions con?gured to aggregate said 
estate put and cash ?oW values of each said piece to 



US 7,805,350 B2 
5 

determine an aggregate value, Wherein said value of 
said at least one bond is equivalent to said aggregate 
value. 

7. The system of claim 6 Wherein said plurality of pieces is 
based on said nominal lifetime of said at least one bond. 

8. The system of claim 7 Wherein said plurality of pieces is 
equal in number to the number of years of said nominal 
lifetime of said at least one bond. 

9. The system of claim 6 Wherein said plurality of pieces is 
based on an expected lifetime of a holder of said at least one 
bond. 

10. The system of claim 9 Wherein said expected lifetime is 
based on said expected mortality rate or a mortality table. 

11. A method of valuing at least one certi?cate of deposit 
having a nominal lifetime, said at least one certi?cate of 
deposit having an estate put, said at least one certi?cate of 
deposit further having a cash ?oW value, said method com 
prising the computer-implemented steps of: 

providing a computer, said computer having a central pro 
cessing unit and a computer code operatively associated 
With said central processing unit Which When imple 
mented causes a series of actions; 

using said computer to divide said at least one certi?cate of 
deposit into a plurality of pieces, each piece having the 
same maturity as the certi?cate of deposit but having an 
estate put exercise date in a different year than that of any 
other piece in said plurality; 

using said computer to value said estate put and cash How 
of each said piece based on the exercisability of said 
estate put as determined by the expected mortality rate 
applicable to said piece’s estate put exercise date; and 

using said computer to aggregate said estate put and cash 
?oW values of each said piece to determine an aggregate 
value, Wherein said value of said at least one certi?cate 
of deposit is equivalent to said aggregate value. 

12. The method of claim 11 Wherein said plurality of pieces 
is based on said nominal lifetime of said at least one certi?cate 
of deposit. 

13. The method of claim 12 Wherein said plurality of pieces 
is equal in number to the number of years of said nominal 
lifetime of said at least one certi?cate of deposit. 
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14. The method of claim 11 Wherein said plurality of pieces 

is based on an expected lifetime of a holder of said at least one 
certi?cate of deposit. 

15. The method of claim 14 Wherein said expected lifetime 
is based on said expected mortality rate or a mortality table. 

16. A system for determining the value of at least one 
certi?cate of deposit having a nominal lifetime, said at least 
one certi?cate of deposit having an estate put, said at least one 
certi?cate of deposit further having a cash ?oW value, said 
system comprising: 

a computer having a central processing unit; and 
a computer code operatively associated With said central 

processing unit, said computer code comprising: 
a ?rst set of instructions con?gured to divide said at least 

one certi?cate of deposit into a plurality of pieces, 
each piece having the same maturity as the certi?cate 
of deposit but having an estate put exercise date in a 
different year than that of any other piece in said 
plurality; 

a second set of instructions con?gured to value said 
estate put and cash How of each said piece based on 
the exercisability of said estate put as determined by 
the expected mortality rate applicable to said piece’s 
estate put exercise date; and 

a third set of instructions con?gured to aggregate said 
estate put and cash ?oW values of each said piece to 
determine an aggregate value, Wherein said value of 
said at least one certi?cate of deposit is equivalent to 
said aggregate value. 

17. The system of claim 16 Wherein said plurality of pieces 
is based on said nominal lifetime of said at least one certi?cate 
of deposit. 

18. The system of claim 17 Wherein said plurality of pieces 
is equal in number to the number of years of said nominal 
lifetime of said at least one certi?cate of deposit. 

19. The system of claim 16 Wherein said plurality of pieces 
is based on an expected lifetime of a holder of said at least one 
certi?cate of deposit. 

20. The system of claim 19 Wherein said expected lifetime 
is based on said expected mortality rate or a mortality table. 

* * * * * 


